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FOREIGN BROADCAST INFORMATION SERVICE

P. O. Box 2604
Washington, D. C. 20013

16 April 1985

MEMORANDUM FOR: Ms. Lorrie Secrest
Public Liaison Office, USIA

SUBJECT: Appearances of U.S. Officials on Soviet TV
Ms. Secrest:

1. Appearances by U.S. officials on Soviet television are so rare
that we can only recall a few exceptions to the general Soviet principle
that statements by U.S. officials on Soviet television explaining the
U.S. Government's position are normally not permitted. FBIS does not
keep files on U.S. persons (prohibited by Executive Order) which makes
the compilation of specific statistics very difficult, but we can make
some valid observations based on the memories of analysts and monitors.

2. When Americans appear on Soviet TV, they are usually shown
briefly and saying innocuous things. Americans are more likely,
obviously, to be invited to express opinions in depth when their views
support Soviet positions. An example is Bernard Lown, a Harvard
physician active in the Physicians Against Nuclear War group. He has
been interviewed several times on Soviet television, especially in June
1982 when much publicity was given his group.

3. As for American officials, Moscow from time to time seeks out
interviews with Congressmen or other officials who disagree with current
Administration policy. As for officials of the Administration and
others, Moscow occasionally shows them in newscasts, such as Lionel
Olmer, Under Secretary of Commerce for International Trade, interviewed
early in 1985 when he led a trade delegation; Speaker O'Neill, interviewed
recently upon his airport departure; and Vice President Bush, when he
attended the Chernenko funeral, shown but not interviewed.

4. The appearance of the U.S. Ambassador on the 4th of July has
been spotty, depending on relations at the time. According to our
records, Ambassador Hartman presented a statement in 1983 but not in
1984, The Department of State can give you the authoritative reasons
why. His 1983 statement is attached.
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SUBJECT: Appearances of U.S. Officials on Soviet TV

5. An exception to the general rule is Commentator Aleksandr
Bovin's "International Panorama' program. This television feature on
rare occasions includes interviews with U.S. officials and prominent
personalities, with Bovin refuting their arguments in his commentary. On
6 February 1983 the program's Washington correspondent, Druzhinin,
provided an interview with former Senator William Fulbright and John
Fisher, president of the American Security Council Foundation. On
12 June 1983 the program carried an interview with Kenneth Dam, Deputy
Secretary of State. Copies are attached.

6. It can be said with confidence that Soviet television does not
permit U.S. officials to use the medium as a platform for putting forth
U.S. positions. The rare exceptions to this are indicated above, and
except for the Ambassador's 4th of July statement such interviews are
carefully handled and rebutted by Soviet commentators.

[4 Director

Attachments:
A: Interview with Fulbright and Fisher
B: Interview with Kenneth Dam
C: Ambassador's 4th of July Statement (1983)
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e III. 13 Jun 83 USSR INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS AA 1
DISARMAMENT/START/MBFR
( U.S. OFFICIALS INTERVIEWED ON DISARMAMENT (

LD121911 Moscow Domestic Television Service in Russian 1400 GMT 12 Jun 83
[From the "International Panorama" program presented by Aleksandr Bovin]

[Text] Hello, comrades! The fourth round of talks on strategic arms limitationms
and reduction began last week in Geneva. Unfortunately, the preceding three rounds
produced no positive results. I will not now compare the Soviet and U.S. positions.
The relevant figures and arguments have on several ocaasions been indicated in our
press.

On the eve of the fourth round the Americans have decided to show flexibility.
Noisy publicity is now being given to the new approach of President Reagan. The his-
tory of this is as follows: For a long time the White House had been haggling with
Congress. The President insisted that Congress should allocate money for the MX
missile while Congress insisted that the President should show more common sense

at these same talks.

And here is what they agreed upon: Congress allocated $625 million to begin work
and the President promised to adopt a more flexible position.

What new things did President Reagan propose? Kenneth Dam, U.S. deputy secretary

of state, will now tell us about this. Aleksandr Druzhinin had an interview with Dam,
and for technical reasons the first question was not recorded on the tape.

I will now read it to you:

\ Mr Deputy Secretary of State, asked Druzhinin, what will the new U.S. approach be to
{:‘ the problem of limiting and reducing strategic weapons? (:

[Begin video recording; questions and answers in English with superimposed translation]

[Dam] The United States wants to reduce nuclear weapons and, furthermore, to reduce
them substantially. Therefore, we are proposing to the Soviet Union to mutually
reduce the number of nuclear warheads to 5,000. Here we are speaking of the number
of warheads and not missiles, since certain missiles are armed not with one but
with several warheads.

Thus the number of warheads will be reduced by approximately one-third. We also have
an interest in maintaining parity in the number of missiles and the number of
warheads, as well as parity in throw-weight [vyvodimyy ves], that is, the

destructive potential of these types of weapons.

And finally, we consider that the fulfillment of any agreement must be subject
to verification. These are our basic proposals.

And now for the statement by President Reagan. He said that since our figures were

much lower than the figure proposed by the Soviet Union, we are ready to go to meet
the Soviet Union, for we think that the talks should take into consideration

the interests of both sides. In our opinion, this will facilitate progress at the

talks.

The President also proposed a method for applying indirect pressure, or, in other
words, an indirect way of reducing throw-weight. However, if the USSR prefers,

as the President stressed, to conduct the talks on the destructive potential of
strategic weapons on the plane [v plan] of reducing the throw-weight tonnage, then we

(;_ are ready for that too. K~’
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DISARMAMENT/START/MBFR

-
( Those are the basic changes in the U.S. position. They are based on the results of
discussion of this problem with members of the U.S. Congress and also on the report by
the Scowcroft independent commission.

[Druzhinin] I cannot but ask you the following question. There are quite a few people
who are convinced that the United States aspires to conduct talks with the Soviet Union
from a position of strength, from a position of military superiority. What can you

say about that?

[Answer] It is undoubtedly true that we believe in strength. We think that if the
United States is weak, then the Soviet Union will not have the incentive to conduct
serious talks, but besides that, no matter what you are talking about, be it strategic
weapons or medium-range missiles in Europe, then in all these areas, it is in fact the
Soviet Union which has superiority over the United States. And so we do believe in
strength, but we are not aspiring to military superiority. The only thing to which we
do aspire is parity. ’

[Question] The conviction exists in the Soviet Union that the program for deploying MX
missiles, which the United States is now implementing as well as other programs for
building other types of strategic weaponry, does not indicate a sincere desire on the
part of the United States to achieve the restraining of the arms race.

{Answer] I would say that both our countries are engaged in upgrading their weapons
systems. And we consider that our arms modernization process is proceeding extremely
slowly. To be sure, in the 1970's we deployed no new weapons. But the fact that we
are ready to build new weaponry in itself is far from an indication of absence on our
part of readiness to hold talks about these weapons.

(; - [Question] And what can you say about the U.S. position on the question of freezing
nuclear weapons?

[Answer] We do not think that a freeze on nuclear weapons would help resolve the pro-
blem of potential instability in the world or eliminate the risk of war.

As I have already said, what we are interested in is substantial reductions in nuclear
arsenals. 1In our opinion, talks on a nuclear freeze would boil down to such questions
as stopping tests on nuclear weapons, ways of verifying agreements, etc.

Let us rather hold talks on reducing stocks of nuclear weapons, and after that it may
be possible to freeze nuclear weapons at a lower quantitive level.

[Question] As a representative of the U.S. Administration, what could you say about the
prospects for the Geneva talks?

[Answer] That question is often asked, but it is not an easy one to answer. I would
say that we are neither optimistic nor pessimistic. As the President stated, we are
ready to modify our positions so as to reach agreement based on the principles of
balance, parity, verification, and mutual benefit.

We consider that if the Soviet Union is also ready to change its position and to hold
serious talks, then agreement will become possible. And so we are ready and waiting
for corresponding steps in the same direction by the Soviet Union. [end recording]

C -
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DISARMAMENT/START/MBFR
In just a little while I will return to what Mr Dam has told us. But for the time (T

-

being, listen to the opinion of another American, retired Rear Admiral Gene La Rocque,
director of the Washington Center for Defense Information.

[Begin video recording; questions and answers in English, with superimposed translation]

[La Rocque] The U.S. approach to the problem of limiting and reducing strategic weapons
does not have the necessary scope. The U.S. side is now proposing setting a limit on
the number of warheads on strategic missiles -- only for missiles. However, if one
compares the number of warheads of all types of weaponry in the strategic nuclear
-arsenals of both the United States and the Soviet Union, then it turns out that overall
the United States has more warheads. So I would say that President Reagan is seriously
inclined as far as strategic arms control is concerned, but only so far as this concerns
control of Soviet weapons, not of U.S. weapons.

In general, if one examines the policy of the current administration in the area of arms
control, then it 1is not hard to note that it shows interest only in control regarding
certain highly limited aspects of this problem, and I consider that if the United States
really wants serious talks with the USSR, then it should agree that the talks should
cover all sorts of nuclear weapons, all systems for delivering such weapons.

[Druzhinin] What can you say about the program for building MX missiles? Is such a
program compatible with a sincere desire to establish control over the arms race?

[Answer] Frankly, President Reagan's approach, which links arms control with an

increase in the nuclear arms race, is simply laughable. What happens is that the

United States favors incompatible things at the same time; it favors both arms control

and increases in weaponry. Washington goes so far as to give as a justifying argument -
that the arms race allegedly promotes disarmament. Is that not a paradox? MX is a
very dangerous weapons system. Midgetmen are no less dangerous missiles. There is
much talk about them at present in Washington. So it emerges that the more the United
States talks about arms control, the more new nuclear weapons systems they aspire to
build.

[Question] Using as a basis the numerous statements by high-ranking representatives of
the Reagan administration, it is not difficult to reach the following conclusion: The
United States considers that talks with the Soviet Union must be conducted from a
position of strength, we Americans would view that as blackmail. I am very suspicious
of this position, which stems from the premise that increasing weapons would allegedly
be a basic condition for reducing them.

[Question] What is your opinion of the USSR proposal on freezing nuclear weapons, a
proposal which has been rejected by the U.S. Administration?

[Answer] I am very satisfied with the fact that the Soviet Union supports the idea of
a freeze on nuclear weapons. Of course, Soviet-U.S. talks on this issue would not be
easy. But still I would like our government also to approve the idea of a nuclear
freeze and to try, along with the Soviet Union, to go to the talks table on this issue.
I am convinced that, first of all, the creation, testing and deployment of nuclear
weapons must be stopped and that they must then be reduced. [end recording]
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And there you have, as they say, first-hand information. I think La Rocque has quite
accurately defined the weak points in the American approach to the talks. I would just
like to add a few thoughts. It is, of course, rather difficult to carry on polemics
with Mr Dam, as this judgements are very streamlined, but anyway... He says, for
example, that the United States did not deploy any new weapons during the seventies.
Wonderful! But it was precisely during that decade that the Americans increased the
number of warheads in their strategic arsenal by almost more than twofold. And, you
see, the targets are struck not by the missiles themselves, nor by aircraft or sub-
marines, but precisely by warheads. So it's not worth the Americans' while to [word
indistinct] here.

On another issue -~- the freeze, for example. Here is Mr Dam's logic: If we start talks
on freezing, then we'll get mixed up in all kinds of difficulties over control there,
let's say, and so on. [as heard] And so let's start by reducing and then freeze. But
the point here is that all these difficulties indicated also exist in the talks on

arms reduction. That's the first point. Secondly, it's a completely different issue
here, because the Americans want to talk of disarmament on the one hand, while building
up arms on the other. And so this freeze is of no use to them whatsoever.

And finally, regarding Reagan's new approach proper: The President, as you heard Mr Dam
say, went to meet the Soviet Union halfway, for he agreed to a higher ceiling on the
number of ballistic missiles than the existing 850. Well, formally this may be true,
but in reality the Americans have in fact gone to meet themselves halfway, because they
are currently reviewing the issue of the mass production of Midgetmen single-unit
missiles [monoblochnaya raketa] and this obviously does not fit within the 850 limit.
This is why they needed these free figures.

Let's sum up. The old American proposals were openly aimed at severely reducing the
basis of our defense potential: our land-based intercontinental ballistic missiles.

And it is precisely in this most important respect that Reagan's new approach does not
amount to anything new -- absolutely nothing. If one is to believe American sources,
in 1976, when Reagan still lived in California and not in the White House, he listed as
some of the fundamental freedoms America takes pride in: the freedom to try and to be
wrong; and the freedom to make mistakes and to do what others may find stupid. An it
seems to me sometimes that certain Americans misuse this freedom. There is no small
number of Americans, however, who consider that one may of course make mistakes, but
when it's a matter of whether there is to be a war or not, it's better not to make
mistakes but to limit the freedom to commit stupidities. Antiwar and anitmilitaristic
moods are infecting more and more sections of American society.

NEW U.S. PROPOSALS 'UNACCEPTABLE AS BEFORE'

LD101532 Moscow TASS in English 1357 GMT 10 Jun 83
["On the Same Positions' -- TASS headline] /

[Text] Moscow June 10 TASS -- TASS military cofrespondent Vladimir Bogachev writes:
The following main conclusion is seen sufficiently clearly in the numerous comments of
the world press on U.S. President Reagan's statement as regards talks on limiting and
reducing strategic armaments: No substantial changes have taken place in the U.S.
position at the talks in Geneva, the U.S. proposals are as unacceptable to the Soviet
Union as before. /

/
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: Gaps in the memory of CIA director William Casey, who, according to people “who know
( him, usually dpes not look into his notes when testifying at congressional hearings

and has no diff\jculty in recalling events which took place years ago, are particularly
amazing.

When a NEW YORK TIMES correspondent interviewed Casey the latter, apparently, had

forgot all about haking ever had in his hands those plans and even claimed that it

would have been "totdlly uncharacteristic and quite incredible" for him to have obtained
documents from the headquarters of the Democratic Party. '"After being involved in
seven presidential campikigns, I know that's dynamite," Casey stated.

These categorical assertidps by William Casey are all the more strange since one of the
"heroes" of the '"Reagangaté\" James Baker, a high-ranking White House official, said
that the papers from Carter' headquarters on the basis of which Reagan's speeches had
been prepared had been coming\directly from Casey.

The name of the CIA director has been coming up more than once in the American press

in connection with scandalous expQsures. A few months after he had assumed office,
Casey became the subject of an offMcial inquiry over financial machinations. A group

of Democratic congressmen obtain 20\cases of documents about Casey's financial dealings.
However, the most important compromiiing materials were missing from them: most likely,
he had taken care that those papers should disappear forever.

Meanwhile, he faced serious charges, in articular, the use of his post to collect
information about the market situation. t should be recalled that William Casey has
interest in 27 companies with assets abroaX. A person with access to secret market
research information is a "godsend" to the nagers of those companies. 4’
\
A

Up to now gaps in memory at the right moment ahd the support of President Reagan,

(; his personal friend, have been helping Casey to ‘get off the hook. 1In view of all this,
NEWSWEEK concludes that the '"Reagangate" hardly threatens to chase William Casey out
of office: in the past he survived even worse troubles.

U.S. AMBASSADOR HARTMAN HOSTS EMBASSY RECEPTION

/. PM070945 Moscow IZVESTIYA in Russian 6 Jul 83 Morning Edition p 5

[TASS report: '"To Mark Holiday"]

[Text] On 4 July Arthur A. Hartman, U.S. ambassador to the USSR, held a reception to
mark the national holiday -- Independence Day.

The reception was attended by V.G. Komplektov, USSR deputy foreign minister, and other
officials.

%) U.S. AMBASSADOR'S 4 JUL STATEMENT ON MOSCOW TV

—

LD051445 Moscow Domestic Television Service in Russian 1700 GMT 4 Jul 83

[Statement by U.S. Ambassador Arthur Hartman on the occasion of U.S. Independence
Day; in English fading into translation]

[Text] I would like to begin my address by expressing greetings and best wishes to

the people of the Soviet Union from the people of the United States. Today, on

4 July, my country is marking the 207th anniversary of the Proclamation of its
independence. Each year, we cherish even more the rights guaranteed to Americans (:?
by the Declaration of Independence,
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This document made it possible for us to achieve major social changes in the framework
f its structure. We value our freedom not only for the free life that is ensured

for us —- and the happiness of this life, which is also one of the major results --—
but also for our constitutional guarantees which give us the opportunity to make
choices. We believe that a human can achieve the maximum growth of his abilities only
if he can make his own choices. The sum total of these opportunities for personal
choice is represented by what we have achieved as a-nation.

This year the economy of our country is setting an example for the world as it reemerges
from a serious economic slump. We made decisions which were necessary to create more
jobs for the increasing numbers of our self-employed population, taking into consider-
ation present technical and economic realities. These new jobs will be more rewarding
financially and morale-wise, and will result in greater productivity, compared with the
jobs that were abolished. In this way, there will be an input of new, fresh power into
the productivity of our labor force.

At the same time, we are giving economic assistance to the developing countries of the
Third World in the form of the exportation of U.S. private capital and the availability
of state financial aid. Once again, we shall produce a record yield of agricultural
crops with the help of those who work on the farms and represent less than 4 percent

of our population. All this is taking place in an atmosphere that encourages artistic,
scientific, and literary creativity.

We are peaceful people and our only desire is to be able to achieve our own aspirations
and to create more fulfilling lives for us and for our children. However, the American
people are aware that this cannot be done while our security and the security of our
friends and allies is unprotected from outside threats. Therefore, we are prepared to
rovide this protection, in the knowledge that this is the best way of preventing war
and preserving our freedom. America does not intend to attack any country. We are not
trying to gain military superiority over the Soviet Union. American arms, be they
nuclear or nonnuclear, will never be used for purposes other than defense.

This year, our two countries —- the USSR and the United States -- will celebrate the
50th anniversary of establishing relations. We have witnessed many changes in our
relations during this period. We fought together against a common enemy. We also
remained rivals because of the antithesis of our different social systems and
ideological values. We Americans wish that it would be possible to reduce the danger
of war and to show restraint despite this rivalry. This is the essence of the message
sent by my President to Yuriy Vladimirovich Andropov on the occasion of his election
to the post of chairman of the Presidium of the USSR Supreme Soviet.

President Reagan said, and I quote: As you assume your new duties, I hope that we
shall be able jointly to find ways of facilitating peace, by reducing the level of
armaments and by moving forward toward eliminating force and the threat of the use of
force in the settlement of international controversies. You shall have my full
cooperation in attaining these objectives on the basis of equality, reciprocity, and
respect for the rights and interests of all,

Such are the hopes of the Americans as we enter into the second half-century of our
mutual relations. We are looking for spheres where our interests coincide and where
we can develop beneficial cooperation. I have traveled widely in your country since
I came here nearly 2 years ago. It seems to me that I can sense the same feelings
among your peoples. Let us work together to make our hopes a reality. Thank you.

ala
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